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cuts for the wealthy, to trade that the
gentleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO)
talked about, to helping keep our sol-
diers as safe as possible that the gen-
tlewoman from Illinois (Ms. SCHA-
KOWSKY) talked about.

I want to talk for a bit about Medi-
care, not the fact that the bill, they
told us it would cost $400 billion, it will
cost $5634 billion. That was sort of a
purposeful mistake from the President.
Not about Medicare privatization, that
mistake. Not about the gap in cov-
erage, that if you have $5,000 in drug
costs, the government only pays $1,000
of it, you have to pay $4,000 out of
pocket. The mistake I want to talk
about is not even the fact that the drug
and insurance companies wrote that
legislation.

What I want to talk about is the spe-
cific prohibition in the bill that clearly
the drug industry, the President at the
behest of the drug industry, inserted
into the bill that prohibits the govern-
ment from negotiating the price of pre-
scription drugs.

Now understand, the Canadians pay a
lot less than we do for prescription
drugs because the Canadian Govern-
ment negotiates directly with the drug
company on behalf of 29 million citi-
zens of Canada to get the best price.
But this legislation, written by the
drug companies, excuse me, written by
the President, this legislation ex-
pressly prohibits our government on
behalf of 39 million Medicare bene-
ficiaries, prohibits our government
from negotiating the best price for our
Medicare beneficiaries. That is why we
pay so much for our prescription drugs.

Now, when the Architect of the Cap-
itol bought the carpet in this room, he
did not take the manufacturer’s word
that a fair price would impair carpet
fiber research and then pay whatever
the carpet company wanted. When the
Park Service buys rangers’ uniforms, it
does not take just the first bid, no mat-
ter how expensive.

But with drugs, the President and his
allies in the drug industry and his
friends that run the House of Rep-
resentatives, the Republican leader-
ship, they say the government must
pay any price the drug industry wants
to charge. That is why Lipitor costs
$763 here, but $438 in Canada. That is
why Fosamax costs $797 here, an anti-
osteoporosis drug, mostly for women,
but only $323 in Canada. That is why
Tamoxifen, a breast cancer drug, costs
nine times in the United States what it
costs in France, even though U.S. tax-
payers paid for much of the research
through the National Institutes of
Health to develop those drugs.

Now, this policy, this mistake, this
mistake on Medicare that the Presi-
dent made that says we are not going
to negotiate price, we are going to let
the drug companies charge whatever
they want, this mistake is a joke on
the American people; and the drug
companies are laughing all the way to
the bank.

Perhaps the reason for this Presi-
dential mistake, the Medicare prescrip-
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tion drug Presidential mistake, is the
fact that the millions of dollars have
come from the drug industry to the Re-
publican Party, and the word on the
street is the drug industry is going to
give President Bush’s reelection $100
million.

———

A GROSS EXAMPLE OF STATE-
SPONSORED DECEPTION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. HINCHEY)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. HINCHEY. Mr. Speaker, our
great country has sustained itself for
more than 2V centuries because of the
brilliant construct of our government,
and the essential ingredient in that
construct is the separation of powers.

Ultimate power does not reside in
any one place. You have the executive
branch, the legislative branch and the
judicial branch, each with equal pow-
ers. It is the responsibility of the legis-
lative branch to make the laws and
then to oversee execution of those laws
by the executive branch. The question
that ought to be on the mind of every
American today is to what extent is
the legislative branch of this govern-
ment, the Senate and the House of Rep-
resentatives, carrying out its respon-
sibilities under those separation of
powers. I think when you begin to look
at that question, you find that we are
not doing a very good job at all.

The most recent example of that, of
course, is the revelation that we have
had in a recent book that the adminis-
tration spent $700 million, apparently
illegally, that was allocated for Af-
ghanistan, took that money and spent
it in preparation for the war in Iraq,
when they said they were not engaging
in any such preparation. That is a
grave deceit. It ought to be inves-
tigated by this Congress thoroughly
and completely. But it is not the only
deceit with regard to the war in Iraq.

We were told when the administra-
tion sent their resolution here to the
Congress that we had to go to war in
Iraq because of weapons of mass de-
struction. We have found no weapons of
mass destruction more than a year
later; no stockpile of chemical weapons
have been found more than a year
later; no mobile weapons laboratories
have been found more than a year
later. There is no uranium from Niger
in Iraq.

Saddam Hussein was not an immi-
nent threat, nor was he a grave and
gathering threat. He was not in league
with Osama bin Laden. The two were
hostile to each other and antagonistic
to each other.

What we have here is a gross example
of state-sponsored deception. The
Founding Fathers realized that this
kind of condition could express itself
at one time or another during the his-
tory of our administration; and, in
fact, there have been times when it
has, perhaps never as gravely as it has
under the present set of circumstances.
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But they set up a procedure to deal
with it, and that procedure is in the
hands of the leadership of this House of
Representatives.

But, unfortunately, the separation of
powers that has served this country so
well for more than 2% centuries has
now morphed itself into a monolithic
government, where the leadership of
this House takes its orders almost on a
daily basis from the White House and
there is no oversight of executive ac-
tions. There apparently is little or no
oversight of executive spending.

So we go on, stumbling forward,
blindly. Now more than 700 American
servicemen and -women killed in Iraq
in this illegal, unjust and unnecessary
war; thousands of Americans maimed,
injuries they will carry for the rest of
their lives, if indeed their lives are not
shortened thereby; tens of thousands of
Iraqis, perhaps hundreds of thousands,
including innocent women and chil-
dren, killed.

Where is the oversight? Where is the
action that is supposed to come from
this House of Representatives in exam-
ining these illegal, unnecessary actions
on the part of the executive branch?
Have we not seen enough? When are we
going to go into action? When are we
going to live up to our obligations
under the Constitution? When are we
going to do what is necessary to sus-
tain this great democratic Republic?

We need action now. We need an end
to the monolithic government and a re-
turn to the historic separation of pow-
ers which has served this country so
well.

———
AN UNJUST, UNPROVOKED WAR

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, it has
been a little over 1 year since the
President of the United States, without
just cause and without being provoked,
invaded Iraq. Over 700 Americans have
given their lives for this war, roughly
10 each week, not to mention the thou-
sands wounded, the billions of dollars
spent, and the international good will
squandered.

This is the same President Bush who
last week could not think of a mistake
he had made. We were told that this
war was necessary to keep us safe. We
were told Saddam Hussein had the
world’s most dangerous weapons and
could strike at any moment.
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Now even the President has made
tacky jokes about looking for the miss-
ing weapons of mass destruction under
his White House sofa. That was cer-
tainly an insensitive mistake.

In fact, the President’s appetite for
belligerence and bloodshed only weak-
ens us, it makes us more vulnerable,
encouraging further violence and in-
creasing the risk of nuclear destruc-
tion.
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